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i 8 o BOOK REVIEWS
g r a m m a r  t h a t  is a b s t r a c t e d  a w a y  f r o m  all o t h e r  i n f o r m a t i o n  r e l e v a n t  to  th e  p r o d u c t i o n  a n d  
c o m p r e h e n s i o n  o f  s e n t e n c e s  is an  u n l ik e ly  c a n d i d a t e  fo r  an  a c c u r a t e  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  o u r  
s y n ta c t i c  k n o w le d g e .
T h e  b o o k  h a s  s o m e  u n s a t i s f a c t o r y  a s p e c t s .  M o r e  t h a n  h a l f  o f  i t  c o n s i s t s  o f  p r e v io u s ly  
p u b l i s h e d  p a p e r s ,  m o s t ly  f r o m  re a d i ly  av a i lab le  b o o k s  a n d  j o u r n a l s ,  a n d  d a t i n g  b a c k  to  t h e  
e a r ly  s e v e n t i e s .  S in c e  th e  p a p e r s  w e r e  o r ig in a l ly  i n t e n d e d  to  b e  r e a d  s e p a r a t e ly  t h e r e  is 
m u c h  u n n e c e s s a r y  r e p e t i t i o n  o f  a r g u m e n t s  a n d  e x a m p le s .  I a lso  w o n d e r  w h o  th e  b o o k  is 
a im e d  a t :  t h e  s p e c ia l i s t  w ill  h a v e  r e a d  m u c h  o f  t h e  m a te r i a l  a l r e a d y ,  a n d  i t  is a p i t y  t h a t  t h e  
n o n - s p e c i a l i s t  is p r o v i d e d  w i t h  w h a t  is s u r e ly  o n ly  h a l f  o f  th e  a r g u m e n t .  A  p o i n t  o f  v ie w  
t h a t  h a s  b e e n  u r g e d  fo r  sev e ra l  y e a rs ,  a n d  w h i c h  r u n s  c o u n t c r  to  th e  id e a s  o f  s u c h  f ig u re s  as 
C h o m s k y ,  L a k o f f  a n d  M c C a w l e y ,  is u n l ik e ly  to  h a v e  g o n e  u n a n s w e r e d .
P. S m i t h
M o r t o n ,  J .  a n d  M a r s h a l l ,  J .  C .  (E d s ) .  Psycholinguistics Series I :  Developmental and  
Pathological . L o n d o n :  P a u l  E lek .  1977 . Pp. 160. £ 4 .95 . I S B N  o 236 31049 6 .
T h i s  is t h e  f i rs t  v o l u m e  in  a se r ie s  d e s ig n e d  to  r e m e d y  w h a t  th e  e d i t o r s  c la im  to  b e  a 
m a j o r  lack  in  p s y c h o l in g u i s t i c  p u b l i s h i n g  b y  p r o v i d i n g  “ c o n s t r u c t i v e  s u r v e y s  o f  th e  s ta te  o f  
p a r t i c u l a r  a s p e c t s  o f  p s y c h o l in g u i s t i c s  . . . a n d  d e ta i l e d  a n d  c r i t ica l  a c c o u n t s  o f  i m p o r t a n t  
g r o w t h  a r e a s ” . T h e y  a re  c o r r e c t  in  t h e i r  id e n t i f i c a t io n  o f  a n e e d ,  a n d  i t  is to  b e  h o p e d  t h a t  
f u t u r e  v o lu m e s  w il l  m e e t  i t ;  th i s  f irs t  v o lu m e  u n f o r t u n a t e l y  o n ly  g o es  p a r t  w a y .  T h e  m a j o r  
d e f e c t  is t h a t  it  s e e m s  to  h a v e  ta k e n  f o u r  y e a rs  to  g e t  t h e  b o o k  in to  p r i n t ,  so  t h a t  th e  “ s u r v e y s ” 
s to p  in  1973 . P u b l i c a t i o n  lag, t h e  e d i to r s  w o u ld  n o  d o u b t  ag ree ,  is o n e  o f  t h e  m a j o r  b u g ­
b e a r s  o f  p s y c h o l in g u i s t i c  ( a n d  all a c a d e m ic )  p u b l i s h i n g ,  a n d  o n e  w h i c h  p a r t i c u l a r ly  d e m a n d s  
r e m e d y .
O f  th e  f o u r  e ssays  in  t h e  b o o k ,  o n ly  o n e  is a t r u e  s u r v e y  o f  an  a s p e c t  o f  p s y c h o l in g u i s t i c s .  
T h i s  is E v e  C l a r k ’s “ F i r s t  L a n g u a g e  A c q u i s i t i o n ” , a lso  b y  fa r  th e  lo n g e s t  a r t ic le  in  t h e  b o o k .  
I t  is a c le a r  a n d  t h o r o u g h  re v ie w  w h i c h  d ea ls  ch ie f ly  w i t h  r e s e a r c h  c a r r i e d  o u t  in  th e  p e r i o d  
196S - 7 3 ; i t  c o n ta in s  c o m p a r a t iv e ly  l i t t le  c r i t i c i s m  o r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  T h e  a u t h o r ’s o w n  
th e o re t i c a l  o r i e n t a t i o n  is re f lec ted  in th e  full  t r e a t m e n t  g iv e n  to  t h e  c h i l d ’s s e m a n t i c  d e v e l o p ­
m e n t ,  to  t h e  a c c o m p l i s h m e n t  o f  s p e e c h  ac ts  a n d  to  th e  r e l a t io n s h ip  b e t w e e n  l in g u i s t i c  
d e v e l o p m e n t  a n d  c o g n i t iv e  d e v e l o p m e n t ,  w h i le  t h e  a c q u i s i t io n  o f  s y n t a x  rece iv e s  r a t h e r  
s h o r t e r  s h r i f t .  T h i s ,  h o w e v e r ,  is a fa i r  r e f lec t io n  o f  th e  p r e o c c u p a t i o n s  o f  t h e  f ield  in  1973 . 
C l a r k ’s s u r v e y  is s u r e  to  p r o v e  u s e fu l ,  e sp e c ia l ly  to  t e a c h e r s  a n d  o t h e r s  lo o k in g  fo r  an  o v e r ­
v ie w  o f  t h e  a r e a ;  b u t  a t  t h e  s a m e  t im e  it  is o f  t h e  f o u r  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  t h e  o n e  w h i c h  h a s  
s u f fe re d  m o s t  b y  th e  p u b l i c a t i o n  lag, s in c e  so  m u c h  h as  a p p e a r e d  in t h e  las t  f o u r  y e a r s  ( th e  
s e c t io n s  o n  s p e e c h  p e r c e p t i o n  in  in f a n t s ,  c h i l d r e n ’s l in g u i s t i c  i n tu i t i o n s ,  a n d  th e  a c q u i s i t io n  
o f  p h o n o l o g y  a re  j u s t  t h r e e  e x a m p le s  o f  a rea s  in  w h i c h  th e  t r e a t m e n t  is o b v io u s ly  o u t  o f  
d a te ) .
T h e  r e m a i n i n g  t h r e e  a r t ic le s  a re  all m o r e  p o le m ic a l  in  n a t u r e  t h a n  C l a r k ’s. D a v i d  
B l o o r ’s e s say  “ T h e  R e g u l a t o r y  F u n c t i o n  o f  L a n g u a g e ” is a b r i e f  d e s c r ip t i o n  o f  L u r i a ’s 
t h e o r y  o f  l a n g u a g e  as f u n c t i o n i n g  to  r e g u la te  b e h a v io u r ,  a n d  A m e r i c a n  fa i lu re s  to  r e p l i c a te  
L u r i a ’s e x p e r im e n ta l  r e s u l t s .  B lo o r  c o n c l u d e s — n o t ,  i t  s e e m s ,  w i t h o u t  s o m e  r e g r e t — t h a t  
t h e  A m e r i c a n  c r i t ic s  a re  in  fac t  r i g h t ;  h e  a t t e m p t s  a s y n th e s i s  o f  th e  tw o  a p p r o a c h e s ,  h o w ­
ev e r ,  b y  s u g g e s t in g  an  e x p la n a t io n  fo r  b o t h  se ts  o f  r e s u l t s  in  t e r m s  o f  l im i t e d  p r o c e s s in g  
c a p a c i ty .  H e  r e p o r t s  s o m e  o f  h is  o w n  e x p e r i m e n t a l  e v id e n c e  fo r  h is  e x p l a n a t i o n ;  b u t  h is  
h y p o th e s i s  is n o t  s p e l t  o u t  in  a n y  d e ta i l ,  a n d  th e  im p r e s s i o n  le f t  is t h a t  o n ly  p r e c u r s o r y  
g e n e r a l i s a t io n s  h a v e  b e e n  m a d e ,  t h e  p r o o f  is y e t  to  c o m e .
J o a n n a  R y a n ’s e s sa y  “ T h e  S i le n c e  o f  S t u p i d i t y ” c o n ta in s  a s h o r t  h i s to r ic a l  r e v ie w  o f  
a t t i t u d e s  to  m e n t a l  s u b n o r m a l i t y  a n d  an  a c c o u n t  o f  r e s e a r c h  o n  l a n g u a g e  in  s u b n o r m a l s ,  w i t h  
an  a r g u m e n t  t h a t  s u b n o r m a l  l a n g u a g e  d e v e l o p m e n t  m a y  re f lec t  in  g r e a t e r  p a r t  p a u c i t y  o f  
e n v i r o n m e n t a l  i n p u t  r a t h e r  t h a n  i m p a i r e d  c a p a c i ty .  T h e r e  is n o  d o u b t  t h a t  s u b n o r m a l s  do  
n o t  in  g e n e ra l  rece iv e  as r ic h  a l in g u is t i c  i n p u t  as n o r m a l s ;  b u t  t h e  e x p e r i m e n t a l  e v id e n c e  is 
n o t  as y e t  su f f ic ien t  to  d e t e r m i n e  w h e t h e r  th i s  a lo n e  c o u ld  a c c o u n t  fo r  lack  o f  l in g u i s t i c  
d e v e l o p m e n t .  R y a n  is v e r y  c o n s c io u s  o f  t h e  lack  o f  g o o d  r e s e a r c h  in  th i s  f ield, a n d  in  fa c t
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the overall tone of her article is dispiriting: “All that can really be said at present about the 
failure of language development in many subnormals is that the causes must be many and 
various” (p. 119 ).
The concluding chapter by John Marshall, “ Disorders in the Expression of Language” , 
is the most stimulating of the four. It presents a persuasive case for the relevance of data 
from aphasia to the description of language processes: specifically to the reality of surface 
structure trees in the production process. The position taken by those, like Fodor, Bever 
and Garrett, who doubt the relevance of pathological evidence to psycholinguistic description, 
is, generally, that such evidence offers nothing new, nothing that experimental evidence 
cannot offer; Marshall’s argument provides at* least the beginnings of a challenge to this 
view. The next step is to go beyond, e.g. the parallels drawn between errors made by 
aphasics and those made by normal speakers by using the aphasic data as a base from 
which to predict speech errors of normals or, as the case may be, performance of normals in 
experimental tasks.
Finally, there are some irritating slips in the book; a little editorial attention to future 
volumes should prevent further occurrences. The vowel laxing in the pairs sincere-sincerity 
and opaque-opacity, for instance, is not due to a stress shift but to the addition of the suffix 
(Clark, p. 39). The abscissae of Bloor’s figures do not represent continuous data—are 
histograms so hard to draw ? The same author states (p. 96) that Luria’s theory has gener­
ated interesting predictions, which “makes it a good scientific theory” . Any good scientific 
theory will, certainly, lead to experimental predictions, but it is surely not the case that any 
theory which generates experiments is ipso facto a good one.
A. C u t l e r
A l l w o o d ,  J., A n d e r s o n ,  L.-G. and D a h l ,  0 .  Logic in Linguistics. Cambridge Univer­
sity Press. 1977 . Hard covers, £ 8.50. ISBN o 521 21496 3 ; paperback, £ 2 .95 . ISBN 
o 521 29174  7 .
A big barrier to anyone who tries to follow modern work in semantics is that so much of 
it assumes the terminology, symbolism, and conceptual framework of twentieth-century 
formal logic, an edifice that can seem truly forbidding to the linguist or psychologist un­
familiar with such topics as modal and tense logics, the theory of relations, possible world 
semantics, categorial grammar, and the lambda calculus. Though the study of word 
meanings has been carried on (from various directions) largely outside this edifice, the field 
of compositional semantics, which concerns itself with the way in which the meanings of multi­
word units in natural languages are related to the meanings of the parts of these units, has 
historically been located firmly inside it. Anyone who wants to find out what is known about 
compositional semantics must somehow gain entry.
The purpose of this book (a revised English version of an earlier volume published first 
in Swedish, then in German) is to take the reader into this territory, to supply a rough map 
of it, and to give some feel for the terrain. The book is a new entry in the Cambridge 
Textbooks in Linguistics series, and though it is written with the interests and assumptions 
of linguists in mind, it is by no means narrowly directed at them. As a text it begins at near 
zero, with the sort of elementary set theory and logic sometimes offered to nursery school 
children these days, and in ten chapters works rapidly through a series of interconnected 
topics to intensional logic, Montague grammar, and the analysis of presuppositions. The 
book could easily be used for self-study.
The authors take some care to introduce terms that figure prominently in the literature, 
they illustrate their points with numerous examples, and they provide a few exercises for 
each of the first eight chapters (with solutions at the end of the book). The last chapter is 
a compact essay on “ the relations between logic and linguistics and the extent to which 
logic provides useful insights for the study of natural language” (p. 158). The authors are 
not afraid to simplify matters by letting terms be defined by context rather than being 
explicitly defined; by not mentioning, by glossing over, or by postponing discussion of 
troublesome or intricate details; and by almost entirely avoiding metatheoretical questions,
